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CRAIG CARPENITO 
United States Attorney 
By: PETER W.GAETA 
Assistant United States Attorney 
970 Broad Street, Suite 700 
Newark, New Jersey 07102 
Tel: (973)645-2927 
Fax: (973) 297-2042 
Peter. Gaeta@usdoj .gov 


UNITED STATE DISTRICT COURT 
DISTRICT OF NEW JERSEY 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, : Hon. 

Plaintiff, : Civil Action No. 19- 

v. VERIFIED COMPLAINT FOR 

FORFEITURE IN REM 

$301,200.00 IN UNITED STATES : 

CURRENCY AND ASSORTED 
JEWELRY VALUED AT $213,636 

Defendant in renu 


Plaintiff, United States of America, by its attorney, Craig Carpenito, United 
States Attorney for the District of New Jersey (by Peter W. Gaeta, Assistant United 
States Attorney), brings this Verified Complaint and alleges as follows in 
accordance with Rule G(2) of the Supplemental Rules for Admiralty or Maritime 
Claims and Asset Forfeiture Actions, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. 

NATURE OF THE ACTION 

1. This is an action to forfeit to the United States of America a total of 
$301,200.00 in United States currency and assorted jewelry valued at $213,636. 
The United States of America brings this action to enforce the provisions of 21 
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U.S.C. § 881(a)(6), which subjects to forfeiture all monies and commodities that 
were furnished in exchange for a controlled substance and all proceeds traceable 
to such an exchange, in violation of 21 U.S.C. § 801, et seq. (narcotics control 
and enforcement laws). 

THE DEFENDANT IN REM 

2. The defendant property consists of a total of $301,200.00 in United 
States currency and assorted jewelry valued at $213,636, which the United 
States Drug Enforcement Administration (“DEA”) seized from luggage carried by- 
Hong Yue Law and Weina Zhu on or about August 16, 2018 (collectively the 
“defendant properly”), in Terminal C, Gate 74, at Newark Liberty International 
Airport in Newark, New Jersey. The defendant property is currently in the 
custody of the United States. 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

3. This Court has jurisdiction over this action pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 
§§ 1345 and 1355. 

4. Venue is proper pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1355(b)(1)(A) because acts 
and omissions giving rise to the forfeiture took place in the District of New Jersey, 
and pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1395(a), because the defendant property was seized 
and is located in the District of New Jersey. 

5. Upon the filing of this Verified Complaint for Forfeiture In Rem, the 
Plaintiff requests that the Clerk of the Court issue a Warrant of Arrest In Rem 
pursuant to Rule G(3)(b)(i) of the Supplemental Rules for Admiralty or Maritime 
Claims and Asset Forfeiture Actions, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure (the 
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“Supplemental Rules”), which the plaintiff will execute upon the defendant 
property pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1355(d) and Rule G(3)(c) of the Supplemental 
Rules. 

BASIS FOR FORFEITURE 

6. The defendant property is subject to forfeiture pursuant to 21 U.S.C. 
§ 881(a)(6), because it constitutes money and commodities furnished or intended 
to be furnished in exchange for a controlled substance or represents proceeds 
traceable to an exchange for a controlled substance in violation of 21 U.S.C. §§ 
801, et. seq., and 18 U.S.C. § 981, which subjects to forfeiture property involved 
in violations of 18 U.S.C. §§ 1956 and/or 1957. 

FACTS 

7. On or about August 16, 2018, at approximately 10:15 a.m., Task 
Force Officers from the DEA Newark Airport Group were notified by Port 
Authority Police (collectively hereinafter “law enforcement”) that a passenger at 
Newark Liberty International Airport located in Newark, New Jersey (hereinafter 
the “Airport”) was traveling to San Francisco on United Airlines flight # 1878 with 
approximately $300,000 in United States currency and assorted pieces of 
jewelry. 

8. Transportation Security Administration (hereinafter “TSA”) had 
previously identified an anomaly in the carry-on bags belonging to a traveler 
named Hong Yue Law (hereinafter “Hong”). The TSA notified law enforcement of 
the anomoly. Law enforcement thereafter arrived at Terminal C, Gate # 74 to 
investigate. Hong told law enforcement that he was carrying approximately 
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$300,000 in United States currency, which he planned to bring to San Francisco. 
Hong claimed that the $300,000 in United States currency was money derived 
from his jewelry business. Hong was traveling with his wife, Weina Zhu 
(hereinafter “Zhu”), and his minor son. 

9. Law enforcement conducted a consensual interview of Hong and his 
family. During this interview, Hong opened his luggage in an attempt to show 
law enforcement receipts for the money and jewelry he had in his possession. 
Hong also showed law enforcement officers where the money and jeweliy was 
located in his luggage. Law enforcement asked Hong permission to search both 
his luggage and his wife’s luggage, to which he agreed. 

10. Law enforcement located an undetermined amount of United States 
currency and jeweliy located in a pink backpack carried by Zhu. Law 
enforcement also located an undetermined amount of United States currency in 
a hard shell carry-on suitcase. The undetermined amount of United States 
currency from both the pink backpack and the hard shell carry-on suitcase were 
wrapped in currency bands. Varying dates were written on the currency bands. 
Furthermore, the currency consisted of many large bill denominations. 
Specifically, the currency was in 3,012 $100 bills. The United States currency 
and jewelry were seized by law enforcement. 

11. Law enforcement continued their consensual interview of Hong. 
Hong claimed that he owned a jewelry business called New Arts Jeweliy in Hong 
Kong. Law enforcement searches at open-source data did not identify any 
business under this name. Hong told law enforcement that he arrived in the 
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United States approximately one month prior on July 15, 2018. Hong stated 
that his son attended a summer camp at Public School 244 in Flushing, Queens. 
Hong also told law enforcement that he was flying to San Francisco, where he 
would be staying for four days. Hong claimed that he would be spending two 
days in San Francisco for business and two days in San Francisco for vacation. 

12. Hong told law enforcement that he had collected the United States 
currency seized from approximately 22-24 of his customers in the United States. 
When law enforcement inquired further about his customers, Hong claimed that 
none of them spoke English, but then identified “Son Son” as a customer from 
New York who had given him money and spoke English. Hong provided a cellular 
phone number for “Son Son.” Law enforcement called the cellular phone number 
Hong provided, and spoke to an individual who identified himself as “Son Son.” 
“Son Son” claimed that he did not know Hong. He also claimed that he had not 
given Hong money for anything. “Son Son” could not provide any more 
information. Law enforcement then discovered a phone number belonging to an 
unidentified male on a “Memorandum” found within documents that Hong had 
in his possession. Law enforcement called this phone number and the 
unidentified male who answered claimed that he knew who Hong was, but had 
not dealt with him within the last five years. 

13. Hong claimed that he had been staying in a friend’s basement in 
Flushing, Queens while he and his family were in the New York area for a month. 
Hong could not provide any details of the residence, including the address. When 
asked who owned the seized money, Hong claimed that the money represented 
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funds his business had received from his customers. 

14. Law enforcement then interviewed Zhu, who stated that the money 
was from her and her husband’s jewelry business. Zhu further claimed that she 
and her husband would be taking the jewelry back to Hong Kong and that they 
were broke and did not understand why the government was taking their money 
again. 1 

15. Hong subsequently indicated that his attorney, Hugh H. Mo, was 
representing him in a separate matter dating back to 2016 in which Customs 
and Border Protection seized United States currency and jewelry from him. Law 
enforcement spoke with Hugh H. Mo who, informed them that the 2016 case was 
s till pending and that Hong was in the jewelry business and was not a drug 
courier. 

16. Law enforcement at the Airport deployed a certified narcotics 
detection canine “Ares” to inspect the currency from Hong and Zhu’s luggage. 
Ares signaled, through a distinctive set of behaviors, that he detected a controlled 
substance on the United States currency. 

17. Ares was certified in narcotics detection on or about February 15, 
2019. The course of study for narcotic detection introduced Ares to the scents 
of marijuana, cocaine, heroin, ecstasy, and methamphetamine. Ares was able 
to find these narcotic substances as a result of the intense training he received. 


1 On January 13, 2016 at Newark International Airport, Department of Homeland Security previously seized 
$469,603 in United States currency and assorted jewelry from Hong Yue Law and Weina Zhu pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 
§ 5332 and 19 U.S.C. § 1595. An Amended Forfeiture complaint was filed against the seized items on September 
21, 2016 in the District of New Jersey, United States v. $469,603 in United States currency, et at , case number lb- 
2824 (PGS). 
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In the course of this training, Ares and his handler were involved in more than 
200 searches for the above listed substances. Ares gave a positive indication on 
these searches, by scratching, biting, or barking. Masking agents such as food, 
liquid soap, cologne, bacon, turkey, parmesan cheese, coffee, duct tape, chicken 
bones, etc., commonly used by narcotics traffickers, were used to distract Ares 
during training, but these agents did not distract Ares from making an 
indication. Subsequently, Ares was also trained to detect the odor of a controlled 
dangerous substance on currency. 

18. It was subsequently determined that the United States currency 
seized from Hong Yue Law’s luggage totaled $301,200.00. 

19. On or about August 28, 2018 law enforcement conducted a 
preliminary cellular telephone toll analysis on the cellular phones that were 
provided by Hong and Zhu on August 16, 2017. Law enforcement discovered 
that multiple cellular numbers that received calls from and made calls to the 
phones provided by Hong were involved in various active DEA drug money 
laundering investigations. 

20. The DEA initiated administrative forfeiture proceedings against the 
defendant property. On or about November 8, 2018, Hong, Weina Zhu and New 
Art Jewelry Limited filed administrative claims with the Drug Enforcement 
Administration contesting the forfeiture of the assorted jewelry seized. The 
claims consisted of a “Certification” signed by Hong and Zhu under penalty of 
perjury. In the document, Hong and Zhu stated that they were the owners of 
the assorted jewelry seized. On or about December 21, 2018, Zhu filed an 
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administrative claim with the Drug Enforcement Administration contesting the 
forfeiture of the United States currency seized. The claims consisted of a 
“Certification” signed by Zhu under penalty of perjury. In the document, Zhu 
stated that she was the owner of the United States currency seized. 

CLAIMS FOR FORFEITURE 

COUNT 1 

21. The allegations contained in paragraphs 1 through 20 of this 
Verified Complaint for Forfeiture In Rem are realleged and incorporated herein 
as if set forth in full. 

22. Based on the facts set forth above, there is probable cause to believe 
that the defendant property was furnished or was intended to be furnished in 
exchange for a controlled substance or represents proceeds traceable to such an 
exchange or was used or intended to be used to facilitate any violation of Title II 
of the Controlled Substance Act, 21 U.S.C. § 801, et seq., and is therefore 
forfeitable to the United States pursuant to 21 U.S.C. § 881(a)(6). 

COUNT 2 

23. The allegations contained in paragraphs 1 through 20 of this 
Verified Complaint for Forfeiture In Rem are realleged and incorporated herein 
as if set forth in full. 

24. Based on the facts set forth above, there is probable cause to believe 
that the defendant property, and all property traceable thereto, were involved in 
violations of 18 U.S.C. §§ 1956 and/or 1957, and is therefore forfeitable to the 
United States pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 981(a)(1)(A). 
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WHEREFORE, plaintiff requests that the Clerk of the Court issue a 
warrant for the arrest in rem and seizure of the defendant property; that notice 
of this action be given to all persons who reasonably appear to be potential 
claimants in the defendant property; that the defendant property be forfeited and 
condemned to the United States of America; that plaintiff be awarded its costs 
and disbursements in this action; and that the Court award such other and 
further relief as it deems proper and just. 

Dated: October 2, 2019 

CRAIG CARPENITO 

United States Attorney 

s/Peter W. Gaeta _ 

By: PETER W. GAETA 

Assistant United States Attorney 
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VERIFICATION 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY ) 

COUNTY OF ESSEX : ss.: 

DISTRICT OF NEW JERSEY ) 

William Gunther, being duly sworn, deposes and says that he is a federal 
law enforcement officer within the meaning of Rule 41(a)(2)(C) of the Federal 
Rules of Criminal Procedure, that is, a government agent engaged in enforcing 
the criminal laws; that he has responsibility for this action; that he has read the 
foregoing Verified Complaint; and that the statements contained therein are true 
to the best of his knowledge, information, and belief. 

The sources of deponent’s information and the grounds for his belief 
include official records and files of the United States, information obtained 


directly by the deponent, and information obtained by other law enforcement 
officials and representatives during an investigation of/alleged violations of 
Title 21, United States Code. 



Ilian^Gunther 
Special Agent 

Drug Enforcement Administration 


Sworn to and subscribed before me 
this 2 nd day of October, 2019 



Attorney-at-Law of the State of New Jersey 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
DISTRICT OF NEW JERSEY 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, : Hon. 

Plaintiff, : Civil Action No. 19- 

v. WARRANT FOR ARREST IN 

REM 

$301,200 IN UNITED STATES 
CURRENCY AND ASSORTED 
JEWELRY VALUED AT $213,636, 

Defendant in rem. 

TO ANY OFFICER OF THE UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION, AND/OR ANY OTHER DULY 
AUTHORIZED LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER: 


WHEREAS, a Verified Complaint for Forfeiture in Rem has been filed on 
September 25,2019, in the United States District Court for the District of New 
Jersey, alleging that the defendant property, namely $301,200 in United States 
currency and assorted jewelry valued at $213,636, is subject to seizure and 
forfeiture to the United States for the reasons set forth in the complaint; and 
WHEREAS, the defendant property is currently in the possession, 
custody, or control of the United States; and 
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WHEREAS, in these circumstances Rule G(3)(b)(i) of the Supplemental 
Rules for Admiralty or Maritime Claims and Asset Forfeiture Actions, Federal 
Rules of Civil Procedure (the “Supplemental Rules”), directs the Clerk of the 
Court to issue a Warrant for Arrest in Rem for the defendant property; and 
WHEREAS, Rule G(3)(c)(i) of the Supplemental Rules provides that the 
Warrant for Arrest in Rem must be delivered to a person or organization 
authorized to execute it, who may be: an agent with the United States 
Department of Justice or any other United States officer or employee; someone 
under contract with the United States; or someone specially appointed by the 
court for that purpose; 

YOU ARE, THEREFORE, HEREBY COMMANDED to take such steps as 
are necessary to arrest and detain the defendant property, including, if 
appropriate, serving a copy of this warrant on the custodian in whose 
possession, custody, or control the property is currently found; and 

YOU ARE FURTHER COMMANDED to use whatever means may be 
appropriate to protect and maintain the defendant property in your custody 
until further order of this Court. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I, the Clerk of the United States District Court 
for the District of New Jersey, have caused the foregoing Warrant for Arrest In 
Rem to be issued pursuant to Rule G(3)(b)(i) of the Supplemental Rules. 

Dated: _ _ 

Clerk of the Court 


By: 


Deputy Clerk 





